4/27/92 


Dear ^ol. 

Thanks for the I’iiaes clippings and the check with them, unexplained but appreciated. 

Again, once Dii reads them, I'm pass the (ielb and Nitze oped pieces, both very good, 
on to the local history prof, friend. 

It is interesting that now the Times pays some attention to self -published books. In 
the recent past it had at least one other assassination book that was self -published on 
its best-seller list and its past :ln this regard is shameful. 

When -^published my first book the daily book section liad a listing titled, "Dooks 
Received," But as long as that listing appeared it never once listed those books I 
published myself. 

The Times actually got a dozencopies of uy first book without any mention of it. Whejji 
it again asked for a copy I asked for payment. 

While the book section ignored them, at least ray second and third - I having learned - 
had half-page stories as news! Perhaps the fourth, but I'm not now sure. 

The book section did not appejir to feel ridiculous suppressing all mention of books 
in the nws columns. But wasn't it? 

Zirbel's book to which it now gives such attention is a stinker, a bad book. I've 
not gotten it but I've read an ancillary use and it is frightfully bad. 

You hope that spring is here. As we also do. But the weather is not yet springlike 
here. 40 this a.m. , windchill below freezing. 


again thanks and out love to you all. 



